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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the argument filed on 10/12/04. 
Claims 1-31 are pending in this Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 

2. After further search and a thorough examination of the present application claims 
1-31 remain rejected. 

Applicants' arguments with respect to claims 1-31 have been considered, but 
they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

First, Applicant's argue that "Prima facie case of obviousness" have not been 
established. 

In response to the Applicant's the Examiner respectfully submits that Prima facie 
case of obviousness have been established or produced because Ginter et al. in view of 
Wilke et al. teaches all the limitations as explained in the Office Action. 

Second, Applicant's argue that there should be some suggestions or motivation 
in order to make the prima facie case of obviousness either in the references 
themselves, or in the knowledge generally available to one ordinary skill in the art. 
In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
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Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d'1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Ginter teaches 
all the limitations except "scoreboard data" and Wilke remedy such kinds of deficiency 
by teaching scoreboard under the control of the game controller automatically displays 
the present game score (see col. 1 , lines 56-60, Wilke). It would have been obvious to 
one ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the time of the present invention, to 
combined the teachings of the cited references because scoreboard data of Wilke's 
teachings would have allowed Ginter's system to generate all play action automatically, 
as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 8-1 1 et seq. Further, scoreboard data as taught by 
Wilke improves to display all results instantly in the time frame (see col. 2, lines 32-34, 
Wilke). 

Ginter teaches all the limitations except "reports" and Wilke remedy such kinds of 
deficiency by teaching scoreboard under the control of the game controller automatically 
displays the present game score and number of possible results "reports" for each play, 
(see col. 1 , lines 44-58, Wilke). It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the 
data processing art, at the time of the present invention, to combined the teachings of 
the cited references because reports of Wilke's teachings would have allowed Ginter's 
system to generate all play action automatically, as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 
8-1 1 et seq. Further, reports as taught by Wilke improves to display all results instantly 
in the time frame (see col. 2, lines 32-34, Wilke). 

Ginter teaches all the limitations except "transaction occurring" and Wilke remedy 
such kinds of deficiency by teaching scoreboard under the control of the game controller 
automatically displays the present game score and number of possible results "reports" 
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for each play (see col. 1 , lines 44-58, Wilke). It would have been obvious to one 
ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the time of the present invention, to combined 
the teachings of the cited references because transaction occurring of Wilke's teachings 
would have allowed Ginter's system to generate all play action automatically, as 
suggested by Wilke at col. 1, lines 8-1 1 et seq. Further, transaction occurring as taught 
by Wilke improves to display all results instantly in the time frame (see col. 2, lines 32- 
34, Wilke). 

Third, Applicant's argue that Ginter does not teach or suggest "scoreboard data". 

In response to the applicant's arguments the Examiner respectfully submits that 
this particular limitations is taught by Wilke not Ginter as stated in the Office Action and 
above. 

Further, in response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. 
Cir. 1986). 

Hence, Applicants' arguments do not distinguish over the claimed invention over 
the prior art of record. 

In light of the foregoing arguments, the 103 rejections are hereby sustained. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ginter et al. ('Ginter 1 hereinafter), USP 6,363,488 in view of Wilke et al. ('Wilke' 
hereinafter), USP 4,093,223. 

With respect to claim 1 , 

Ginter discloses a method of compiling electronic data (see Abstract) comprising: 

(a) receiving electronic data on a computing platform from at least one external 
source (see col. 55, lines 9-19); 

(b) inserting at least a portion of the collected data into one or more data fields, 
wherein said one or more data fields comprise an electronic scoreboard of interrelated 
data (see col. 38, lines 23-45); 

(c) updating said electronic scoreboard of data (see col. 23, lines 23-45 et seq); 

and 

(d) calculating at least one measurement of updated scoreboard data (col. 35, 
lines 25-30 et seq). 

Ginter does not explicitly indicate the claimed "scoreboard data". 
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Wilke discloses the claimed scoreboard data (scoreboard under the control of the 
game controller automatically displays the present game score, see col. 1 , lines 56-60, 
Wilke). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the 
time of the present invention, to combined the teachings of the cited references 
because scoreboard data of Wilke's teachings would have allowed Ginter's system to 
generate all play action automatically, as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 8-1 1 et seq. 
Further, scoreboard data as taught by Wilke improves to display all results instantly in 
the time frame (see col. 2, lines 32-34, Wilke). 

As to claim 2, 

Ginter teaches wherein said at least one external source comprises a remote 
computing platform coupled by a network to the computing platform that receives the 
electronic data (see col. 33, lines 54-60). 

As to claim 3, 

Ginter teaches wherein said at least one external source further comprises data 
collection software executing on said remote computing platform (see col, 33, lines 54- 
64 et seq). 

As to claim 4, 

Ginter teaches wherein updating said electronic scoreboard of data comprises 
removing at least a portion of collected electronic data after a particular amount of time 
has elapsed (see col. 38, lines 23-45). 

As to claim 5, 
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Ginter teaches wherein updating said electronic scoreboard of data comprises 
removing at least a portion of collected electronic data after a particular amount of data 
is collected (see col. 37, lines 40-60 et seq). 

As to claim 6, 

Ginter teaches wherein said one or more data fields contain one or more 
periodically updated lists of related electronic data values (see col. 38, lines 23-45 et 
seq). 

With respect to claim 7, 

Ginter discloses a method of reporting electronic data, said method (see 
Abstract) comprising: 

(a) retrieving at least a portion of one or more measurement values (see col. 55, 
lines 10-23 et seq); 

(b) comparing a least a portion of one or more measurement values to one or 
more threshold values (see col. 305, lines 41-55 et seq); 

(c) determining whether to designate at least a portion of the electronic data 
related to the one or more measurement values for reporting, based at least in part on 
the comparison (see col. 55, lines 60 to col. 56, lines 2, Fig. 2); and 

(d) sending at least the portion of the electronic data designated for reporting to a 
remote device (see col. 33, lines 54-66 et seq). 

Ginter does not explicitly indicate the claimed "reports". 
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Wilke discloses the claimed reports (scoreboard under the control of the game 
controller automatically displays the present game score and number of possible results 
"reports" for each play, see col. 1 , lines 44-58, Wilke). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the 
time of the present invention, to combined the teachings of the cited references 
because reports of Wilke's teachings would have allowed Ginter's system to generate 
all play action automatically, as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 8-1 1 et seq. Further, 
reports as taught by Wilke improves to display all results instantly in the time frame (see 
col. 2, lines 32-34, Wilke). 

As to claim 8, 

Ginter teaches wherein the one or more measurement values comprise statistical 
values obtained from a sample of the electronic data (see col. 33, lines 53-66 et seq). 
As to claim 9, 

Ginter teaches wherein said one or more threshold values comprise one or more 
numerical values that relate at least in part to said statistical values (see col. 35, lines 
27-32). 

As to claim 10, 

Ginter teaches wherein the electronic data comprises text data (see col. 33, lines 
54-55). 

As to claim 11, 

Ginter teaches wherein comparing comprises: comparing the one or more 
threshold values to the one or more measurement values, and issuing at least one 
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electronic report if the one or more measurement values exceeds the one or more 
threshold values (see col. 35, lines 25-34 et seq). 
As to claim 12, 

Ginter teaches wherein the one or more threshold values are configurable (see 
col. 305, lines 44-51 et seq). 
As to claim 13, 

Ginter teaches wherein the configuration is determined by a user (see col. 33, 
lines 58-60 et seq). 
As to claim 14, 

Ginter teaches wherein the remote device comprises a computing platform 
capable of receiving electronic data (see col. 55, lines 66 to col. 56, lines 2, Fig. 2 et 
seq). 

As to claim 15, 

Ginter discloses a method of generating electronic reports (col. 55, lines 10-25, 
Fig. 2), said method comprising: 

(a) collecting electronic data from at least one external source (col. 33, lines 54- 
66 et seq); 

(b) inserting the collection of electronic data into a plurality of associated data 
fields (col. 38, lines 23-45 et seq); 

(c) assigning scores to at least a portion of the data contained in the plurality of 
data fields (see col. 38, lines 23-45); 
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(d) issuing electronic reports based at least in part on said scores (see col. 55, 
lines 10-25, Fig. 2). 

Ginter does not explicitly indicate the claimed "scores and reports". 

Wilke discloses the claimed scoreboard data (scoreboard under the control of the 
game controller automatically displays the present game score and number of possible 
results "reports" for each play, see col. 1 , lines 44-58, Wilke). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the 
time of the present invention, to combined the teachings of the cited references 
because scores and reports of Wilke's teachings would have allowed Ginter's system to 
generate all play action automatically, as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 8-1 1 et seq. 
Further, scores and reports as taught by Wilke improves to display all results instantly in 
the time frame (see col. 2, lines 32-34, Wilke). 

As to claim 16, 

Ginter teaches wherein steps (b), (c) and (d) are repeated based at least in part 
on additional collected electronic data (see col. 33, lines 54-66 et seq). 
With respect to claim 17, 

Ginter discloses a method of data reduction (see Abstract) comprising: 
receiving interrelated electronic data regarding electronic transactions occurring via at 
least one selected web site (see col. 55, lines 54 to col. 56, lines 2, Fig. 2); 

compiling said interrelated data into a plurality of data fields, said data fields 
arranged to provide sample statistics of said interrelated data (see col. 38, lines 23-45 
et seq); 
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updating said interrelated electronic data fields with additional data regarding 
more recent electronic transactions occurring via said at least one selected web site, 
wherein said updating updates said sample statistics (see col. 38, lines 23-45); 

after at least one update, comparing said updated sample statistics with at least 
one preset threshold value (see col. 35, lines 25-33); and 

generating at least one report based at least in part on the comparison (col. 55, 
lines 10-25, Fig. 2). 

Ginter does not explicitly indicate the claimed "transaction occurring". 

Wilke discloses the claimed transaction occurring (scoreboard under the control 
of the game controller automatically displays the present game score and number of 
possible results "reports" for each play, see col. 1 , lines 44-58, Wilke). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the 
time of the present invention, to combined the teachings of the cited references 
because transaction occurring of Wilke's teachings would have allowed Ginter's system 
to generate all play action automatically, as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 8-1 1 et 
seq. Further, transaction occurring as taught by Wilke improves to display all results 
instantly in the time frame (see col. 2, lines 32-34, Wilke). 

As to claim 18, 

Ginter teaches wherein said sample statistics comprise at least the mean and 
standard deviation (see col. 33, lines 53-66 et seq). 
As to claim 19, 
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Ginter teaches wherein said threshold value is configurable (see col. 305, lines 
44-51). 

As to claim 20, 

Ginter teaches and further comprising: updating said one or more data fields by 
omitting at least a portion of the collected electronic data other than said additional data 
(see col. 38, lines 23-45 et seq). 

As to claim 21, 

Ginter discloses a method of displaying electronic data, said method (see 
Abstract) comprising: 

(a) receiving at least a portion of electronic data reports from at least one 
external source, wherein the electronic data reports comprise electronic data collected 
and compiled, and reported based at least in part on a priority system (see col. 55, lines 
54 to col. 56, lines 2, Fig. 2 et seq); and 

(b) displaying at least a portion of the electronic data reports as a computer 
output (see col. 55, lines 10-21). 

Ginter does not explicitly indicate the claimed "reports". 

Wilke discloses the claimed reports (scoreboard under the control of the game 
controller automatically displays the present game score and number of possible results 
"reports" for each play, see col. 1 , lines 44-58, Wilke). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the 
time of the present invention, to combined the teachings of the cited references 
because scoreboard data of Wilke's teachings would have allowed Ginter's system to 



Application/Control Number: 09/752,201 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2167 

generate all play action automatically, as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 8-1 1 et seq. 
Further, reports as taught by Wilke improves to display all results instantly in the time 
frame (see col. 2, lines 32-34, Wilke). 
As to claim 22, 

Ginter teaches wherein said electronic data reports comprise data at least 
partially relating to online or internet activity (see col. 55, lines 63-67 et seq). 
As to claim 23, 

Ginter teaches wherein said priority system comprises comparing one or more 
threshold values to one or more statistical or representative values of at least a portion 
of the collected electronic data (see col. 305, lines 44-51 ). 

As to claim 24, 

Ginter discloses an article (see Abstract) comprising: 

a storage medium having stored thereon instructions, that when executed by a 
computing platform, result in execution of an electronic report generator (see col. 38, 
lines 23-45 et seq), by: 

collecting electronic data from at least one external source (see col. 33, lines 54- 
66 et seq); 

compiling said collected electronic data (see col. 33, lines 54 to col. 34, lines 10 
et seq); and 

reporting said compiled electronic data based at least in part on a priority basis 
(see col. 55, lines 60 to col. 56, lines 2, Fig. 2 et seq). 

Ginter does not explicitly indicate the claimed "report". 
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Wilke discloses the claimed report (scoreboard under the control of the game 
controller automatically displays the present game score and number of possible results 
"reports" for each play, see col. 1, lines 44-58, Wilke). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the 
time of the present invention, to combined the teachings of the cited references 
because scoreboard data of Wilke's teachings would have allowed Ginter's system to 
generate all play action automatically, as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 8-1 1 et seq. 
Further, reports as taught by Wilke improves to display all results instantly in the time 
frame (see col. 2, lines 32-34, Wilke). 

As to claim 25, 

Ginter teaches wherein said medium further has stored thereon instructions that, 
when executed, result in said electronic data being compiled by inserting at least a 
portion of said collected electronic data into one or more data fields (see col. 38, lines 
23-45). 

As to claim 26, 

Ginter teaches wherein said medium further has stored thereon instructions that, 
when executed, result in determining one or more measurement values of said 
electronic data, wherein said measurement values comprise one or more representative 
values of at least a portion of said collected electronic data (see col. 38, lines 23-45 et 
seq). 

As to claim 27, 
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Ginter teaches wherein said medium further has stored instructions that, when 
executed, result in determining priority based at least in part on the comparison of said 
one or more measurement values to one or more threshold values, wherein said one or 
more threshold values comprises one or more numerical values that relate at least in 
part to said one or more measurement values (see col. 305, lines 44-51 et seq). 

With respect to claim 28, 

Ginter discloses a system for generation of electronic reports (see col. 55, lines 
7-21 , Fig. 2) comprising: 

a computing platform (see col. 55, lines 7-21); 

said computing platform being adapted to, in operation, perform the generation of 
electronic reports (see col. 55, lines 61 to col. 56, lines 2 et seq) by: 

collecting electronic data from at least one external source (see col. 33, lines 53- 
66 et seq); 

compiling said collected electronic data (see col. 38, lines 23-45 et seq); and 

reporting said compiled electronic data based at least in part on a priority basis 
(see col. 55, lines 10-23 et seq). 

Ginter does not explicitly indicate the claimed "reports". 

Wilke discloses the claimed report (scoreboard under the control of the game 
controller automatically displays the present game score and number of possible results 
"reports" for each play, see col. 1 , lines 44-58, Wilke). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the data processing art, at the 
time of the present invention, to combined the teachings of the cited references 
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because scoreboard data of Wilke's teachings would have allowed Ginter's system to 
generate all play action automatically, as suggested by Wilke at col. 1 , lines 8-1 1 et seq. 
Further, reports as taught by Wilke improves to display all results instantly in the time 
frame (see col. 2, lines 32-34, Wilke). 
As to claim 29, 

Ginter teaches wherein compiling said collected electronic data further comprises 
inserting at least a portion of said collected electronic data into one or more data fields 
(see col. 38, lines 23-45 et seq). 

As to claim 30, 

Ginter teaches wherein compiling said collected electronic data further comprises 
determining one or more measurement values of said collected electronic data, wherein 
said one or more measurement values comprise one or more representative values of 
at least a portion of said collected electronic data (see col. 36, lines 56 to co. 37, lines 
10etseq). 

As to claim 31, 

Ginter teaches wherein said priority basis is determined based at least in part on 
a comparison of said one or more measurement values to said one or more threshold 
values, wherein said one or more threshold values comprise one or more numerical 
values that relate at least in part to said one or more measurement values (see col. 305, 
lines 44-51 et seq). 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
Time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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